Dear Jerry, 



9/1/94 

In my Case Open I refer to u orald Posner as a shyster, a literary thief, a laiow^ i/£- 
liar and a man who has trouble tolling the truth even by accident. 

The solo n e r p e a s e defense ho is able to make in the Anchor reprint of his kxaxixgly 

p* admittedly misti tied Caso c loaod is, in fulls 
\ the J 

"Harold Weisberg, one of tl*e deans og^donspiracy press, found his first publisher 
(he had previously self-published six conspiracy books) to bring out a book titled 
Case Open, a broadside attack attempting to diminish the impact of my work." (xiii-xiv) 

He also says my sales wore "dismal". (451 ) 

And he refers to himself as "the Salmon Rushdie of the assassination world. "(page xiv) 

He is in fact its Clifford Irving! 

Carroll & Graf is in fact my sixth publisher. Editions of several of my books have 
been published commercially 13 timeo^ LYi dLy' 

Rather tlian being the first by Carroll & Graf it is the third they published, with 
the fourth s<|bduled for ^arch. 

Ily )ll^ew A sh,.,^e i ,. 4 pp.ort jn t fro v Wbn fleRbrt.. rather than having ttft "dismal" 
sale- cent througli five of my own printings, the caallest of over 5,000 copies and the 
last of over 8,000 in only a few months before Hell's first of four roprintings of it 
was of 250,000 copies. (How "dismal" can soles be when that one Dell edition was ever so 
much larger than all of Random House's printings of Posner's book?) 

Whitewash wa3 also published in England and in Italy. It would have been published 
in Germany, too, if that publisher's mail had not been intercepted. Hoof? of it ever 
reached me. f H J 

One change fosnor had to make for the Anchor reprint was with one of his plagiarism; 
from the work of Failure Analysis Associates. I exposed that in Case Open including with 
a-lotter to me. (pages 59-64) In his lengthy foo^ote on page 317 he still fails to 
acknowledge that ho did plagiarize that work and he grossly misrepresents the side of 
tlmt work he pretended did not exist, the defense side, as the letter to me leaves without 




any question at all. Random House definis plagiarism as, 

"1. Appripriation or invitation of the language, ideas and thoughts of another 
author and representation of them as one's original work; 2 , Something appropriated and 
presented in this manner." 

i’liis particular Posner plagiarism was so successful the Philadelphia Inquirer 
ran an editorial praising him fo}’ going to all that trouble and expense. 

Random House definds shyster as, 

"1. A. lawyer who uses unprofessional or questionhble methods; 2. One who gets along 
by sharp practise." 

Here is what I wrote about fctm^this (page 173) that is one d>f the innumerable proofs 
that Posner is a shyster and what forced him to his further indulgence of that o^ his 
many skills for misrepresentation d// wliich he still does not admit that he used tliat 
work as hi3 owns 



There are few people bolder than Posner in his dishonesty, 
few who respond' to criticism by making personal attacks on 
those who criticize him more than he does. 

One of the many illustrations of this is when Dr. Cyril Wecht, 
to Posner’s face on CNN, said that Posner had used Failure 
Analysis’s work as his own. Posner launched a false and a 
personal, attack on Wecht instead of addressing the" obvious 
truth Wecht spoke. That yas, as Wecht soon proved, a false 
attack— another Posner lie. But in responding to Posner’s false 
attack Wecht used up all the time, Posner got away with it and 
was even able to add to his lies that Wecht had ‘‘distorted” in 
telling the literal truth. 

Posner got aw.ay with the same thing in a letter to. the Wash- 
ington Post’s weekly Book World section. In a perceptive re- 
view, reporter Jeffrey Frank had noted the same factual and 
truthful criticism that Posner used Failure Analysis’ work as his 
or for- him. Here is Posner’s response, which is not only not a 
response but is a carefully-designed lie: the Post accommodated 
him by publishing it in its December 12, 1993 issue: 

"The insinuation that I claimed that FAA’s enhancements 
were commissioned for the book is false. In the book, the cita- 
tions to FAA’s work and Dr. Piziali’s testimony refer to the 
1992 ABA mock trial which is a matter of public record.” 

In this Posner intended to lie, having no real choice. 

There is no mention in his book of the American Bar Associa- 
tion or its mock trial or of "testimony” there by Piziali! 




If Posner had mentioned any of that he could not have gotten 
away with his studied pretense that ail that work was for him 
That the mock trial was a matter of public record is irrelevant 
Posner’s shyster-like reference to it here is to say that he told 
all of that in his book, which he did not. 

Had he he would have exposed himself and his book and 
lie would have killed it in the writing. 

He is clever at such deceptions and his practise of them 
never ends. % 



(l)r. Robert Piziali plionied up the obviously faulty 7 !™!* prosecution side of the 
case that was presented to the American $ax AssociationTconvention as an illustration 
of how lawyers can use modern technologies. Posner demonstrates how lawyers anid mis- 
use those teclmologids.) 

The plagiarism is one of the tiro bases for Posner's work. The other is his represen- 
tation that Oswald was a born assassin awaiting his historic moment. His source on this 
is a Hew York shrinlj, u r. Rcnatus Hartogs. ^artogs examined Oswald as a little bo^ truant 
for How York Dity. 

J^k- l’osner and Us Random House editor j Boh ^oomis, who is also its executive editor 
and vice president, both insist that this new psychological vrsion of Oswald is what is 
most important in their book. He is Posner's sole basis for it from both editions: 



Hartogs’s diagnosis was “personality pattern disturbance with 
schizoid features and passive-aggressive tendencies. Lee has to 
be seen as an emotionally, quite disturbed youngster who suf- 
fers under the impact of really existing emotional isolation and 
deprivation, lack of affection, absence of family life and rejec- 
tion by a selilnvolved and conflicted mother." 86 Although 
Hartogs thought he “was quite clear” in emphasizing Oswald’s 
potential for violence by “the diagnosis of passive-aggressive,” 
lie did not explicitly state it since that would have mandated 
institutionalization. Instead, he recommended that Oswald be 
placed on probation so long as he was under guidance, prefera- 
bly from a psychiatrist* ( 0 fSj 

This is in the reprint aft er Posner read what I wrote about it in c ase Open : 

/ "Posner begins hie book with his f .'abrication that Oswald was that born^sassin. 
At the very outset, in carrying this fiction forward, he says that Oswald was so pleased 
with himself after assassinating the President ho 'smirked' repeatedly." Posner repeat- 




edly^ says that, using ;friat word twice on pigs 4 alone, for example. 

<■ n fitfW 

"I 1* vechakd all Posner's sources out. Like Renatus Htirtogs. Posner cites their 
Wasar€»i ’conu;u3sion testimony. Hot one of his claimed sources used that word or even sug- 
gested it ! (page 174) 

Af t<£r 1 laving hi3 deliberate lie called to his attention in Case Open, Posner 

.4 N 

rpeats it in /hi$ reprint. J 

That same question came up before the Warren Commission. Wesley Liebeler is the 
C ptmA*# < 

Comi:iis3ion jWho questioned 11 artogs: 

Mr. IjIbbri.br. It would not appear from this reitorl Hint you found nny Indl- 
ration In the clmrneler of Ijc« Omvnld at Hint time Hint would Indicate tills possi- 
ble violent outburst, Is there? 

I)r. IlARToas. I didn't mention It In Hie rcisirt, anil I woiildn t recall It now. 

Mr. Ijiebblbb. If you would have found It, you would Imve mentioned It In the 

re nr. t IlABToa8. I would linve inenllatied It; yes. I Jusl Implied It with the 
dlnKiiosIs of passlvc-nggresslve. It means Hint we arc dealing here with a 
youngster who was hiding behind n seemingly passive, delneliod facade aggies- 
sion liosllllly. I mean llils is what I thought was nolle clear. 1 illd not any 
Hint he hnd assaultive or homicidal potential. 

Mr. raKnKi.BR. And In fact, ns we renil through the reisirt, there la no mention 
of the words "Incipient schisophrenic” or "itolentlully dangerous In the report. 

l)r. IIabtoos. No ; I don’t know where she lias II from, hut these arc liiy words. 

I use It hi other reports, tint here It Is not. 

did quote ^artogs ' Commission testimony- i’both sides of this page but not 



[h a 



this pageJ'.iiT Volume 8, page 221. 

The report referred, to is the one Posner claims as his 3cturce! 

If when Posner was here and hafi/ feee and unsupervised access to all my files he had 
looked in my %rtogs file he wpuld have lenmed, assuming ho did not already know it, that 

to t'l V* n • 

“artogs is one of those shrinks who got fre^sex from his ewtaan patients. Pree to him, 
that is. They paid Ipym for it! 

Until he was forced in court to pay one o^ those women $350,000 for it, 

as tlio Hew York ' ^imeo of il arch 25 find TIME magazine dated March 20, 1975, bath reported, 
c i mJ 

The totality of deliberate error (In Posner's formule book- he even admitted he 
saw a ticket created for that side by the 6'. 



(Oliver 5tone movie JFK — formula ofsahich 



required dishonesty -d is the only tiling tliat made Posnffl4e book possible, as 1 document 
in Case Owen.Caso Open wliich ho road and is not truthful about in hi3'~Tprrtntx .lies about 
it, a few of wliich we liaw- oee<f above. My 



L manuscript was of at least 200,000 Ct/'rt.fjld 




\llien I decided tliat enough is enough, without exhausting the opportunities the totality 
of Posner's deliberate lying and misprepresentations afford. 

There is one^/fiowever, BxdaZiz^BxnBikHiirfltfltaiaxftriAfl 
tliat is too ricli to overlook. 

Posner and Random Hou>;e both boasted of liis use of modem technologies not available 
to the Commission. On/ reprint jjLgs 320 he refers to some of these as "enhancements " 
of the famed amateur movie taken by Abraham Zapruder. -in his account of how he discovered 
his alleged timing of the shooting in those "enhancements" there and on the next page. 

I cite tlie reprint, which is identical with tho hardback on this, because after 
the hardback )ko out and while Posner was” trfTcorrecting innumerable minor errors ho 
made no ohvnge in this. • , • ' ' 

and that *fter I exposed it in Case Open ( pngoo "OB -jl (28-9) as cribbed from the 
npc inaccurate work of a / 15-year-old boy! 

When tliat boy, David l uLj(, was a freshman at J?rown U niversoty he wrote a lengthy 
stride on his assassination resoarch. It was syndicated by the Los Angeles ^iroes . 

Lui^ is from tliat area. 

If this is not e. iough $c a s41f-port*tray^y Posner, what makes it oven worse is 

that he not only did not use any "enhancements" other than of what Lui wrote, he did 

not even examine tliat film itself I 

du {it* 

said idiat he saw in St^he saw wit,^ the naked eye, no^ computer enhancement" 
poaner claims he used. 

Posner bases his timing from all of this on his saying that a lO-ywarwold girl ‘i- 
is shown to react to the first shot fired in the assassination by turning a* looking at 
its alleged source, the sixth floor of the ^exas School Book Depository. 

u She does not! 

Because of tlie dSre^curve of i\Lm Street at tliat point, without precise analysis* 
which is not needed it is not possible to say with complete accurSy where she is looking. 



But the film 3 hows her looking not upward at all and either to the Presidential limousine 




or over it toward the Grassy loioll. 

An I said in Case Own , besides referring to Posner as a shyster^ a, plagiarist, a 
liar who lias trouble tolling the truth even by accident and other no more complimentary 
tilings, Ids is the moat deliberately dishonest of all the many books that commercialized 
and exploited the JFK assassination. 

lie ha 3 made no complaint o/ jpprotest to me, noV has his publisher or any lawyer 
speaking for either of them. 

And non he cimf Aums my Case Ocen against 1dm all over again in his repb/iiyfc 

plfjiiH'lSi-hJ fik / 

in which ho did makes clinfiges , one cited above based on my exposure of him ancTKis 
lies, while leaving those^lies I exposed in his reprintJ^iC******^ ** /iMldwIy^ 

lie liad no choice. If ho eliminated what 1 referred to as his deliberate lie3 and 
misrepresentations he would not have had any book remaining at all. 

It ij. that deliberately dishonest. 

Salmon Rushdie? 

Hove over and make room for the new lichamp, Clifford Irving! 




As so often happens, J erry, as 1 wrote this it grew into what Ihope some publication 
can get interested in. It is, I think, the major publishing scandal of our time - and ex- 
cept in ray book which he cannot and thus does not dare try to refute^it is unknown and 
unrn ported. 

I add, in the event m may know someone in New York who might be interested, that 
although I did not check my copies of the Zapruder film, having given them and all my 
slide* that I used in appearances, along with my other movies, to Hood College, where 
all my records will be, a man who read Cane Open sent me a slow-mothon version of the 
Zaprudor film for research on a VCR cassette. He studied it. I did not, not needing- to 
now. His interpretation is that tho girl and others are actually looking toward that 
knoll. He is Richard Jarrell, 70-23 73 PI. , Glendale, NY 11385. 

Before retu rnin g it to Harrell, I loaned it to H 00 d, which lias a dub in the library 




for students to use. I know it$s antecedents and in fact go into that in my. almost 
completely dr after/ Inside the JMf Assassination InAvifltnt . 

It wan made professionally for the man who stoic from NBC -TV its print that was 
made ei tiler from the original or from one made from the origi n al. s o, it is quite clear. 

It may also interest you to know that in an unsuccessful lawsuit filed against 

\ J'-yfor 

Posner and Ml over the unauthorized use of a /race in an ad e^T af i idavit coming en- 
tirely from Case Uwen was used to refute the cheap trick used to influence the judge, 
giving him a copy of Case Closed nd a thick stack of' reviews praising it. By those none 
of whom cliecked him out. There was not oven a gesture at refuting that affidavit. And it 
is written as vigorously as iby book and this letter. 

^est wishes, 

1 ; am ^ 

Harold Weisberg 

Are you beginning to got a notion o j tho riches of the information for Insido the 
■TPK nation Industry? And tho need for tliat information to be known? 




